ee 


oe 


eu 


ibersalist 


a, 


ois 
re) a 


AAAst0, 


_ Published Weekly, by Bown & Cusuine, Province House Row, near the Old South...$2,50 per annum.—§2, 


VOL» 8. 


if paid in advance. 


BOSTON, SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1826. 


-~-—y 


FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
. COMPENDIUM OF A SERMON. 
“ There is no iniquity with the Lord our God.’’— 
é 2 Chron. gjx. 7. Mone 
Jehoshaphat, king of Judah, being reprimand 


ed by Jehu, for joining with Ahab, king of Is- 


' with the Lord our God, nor respect of persons, 


tised by the Supreme Being. 
~ the case, it would have been improper to cau- 


judgment, assigning as a reason thereior that 


_ ty with him, but that we must practise it our-| 


rael, against Ramothgilead, exerted his royal 
authority to bring back his people to the ser- 
vice of the Lord God of their fathers. He “set 
judges throughout all the fenced cities of Judah, 
city by city. And said to the judges, take heed 
what ye do; for, ye judge not for man, but tor the 
Lord, who is with you inthe judgment. Where- 
fore now let the fear of the Lord be upon you; 
take heed and do it; for there is no iniquity 


nor taking of gifts.” 

The following important facts are suggested 
by the words of our text :—1st. That which is 
iniquity with man would be equally so if prac- 
If this were not 


tion the judges in Judah to avoid’ injustice in 


there is no iniquity with the Divine Being. If 
that which is iniquitous in the conduct of ‘man 
can be practised by the Lord*our God, and if 
such practice be consistent .with his holiness, 
it seems to follow, not only that there is ini qut- 


selves, in order to be like him, and to be ac-| 
ceptable in his sight. But the sentiment of our 
text supposes that whatever is unjusi, unmerci- 
ful, or unholy with man, is equally so with God. 
By this principle, which is so very plainly sug- 
gested in the text under consideration, we are 
able to disprove a religious sentiment, which 
has been held in the church for ages. 1 mean 
the doctrine of unmerciful punishment. ‘The’ 
Christian doctors have for centuries contended 
that the Creator will punish, or rather torment, | 
his creatures, unmercifully and endlessly, tor 
their disobedience. We may mention an in- 
stance, which has been Jong insisted on, and 
frequently adverted to as proof, that such pun-- 
ishment is inflicted by the Lord our God. It is 
the case of the old world. The inhabitants of 
the old world were, for their wickedness, de- 
stroyed by a flood from off the earth. So much 
the Scriptures inform us; but our Christian doc- | 
tors haye added to this temporal destruction a. 
state of fixed, permanent, intense and endless, 
torment, about which the scriptures say no-| 
thing ; 
tice requires this puxishment to be inflicted on! 
those who were drowned by the flood, and that! 
it is consistent with the holiness of God. Our | 
present reasoning calls up the question here, is} 


men after we have taken awaytheirlives? No, 
surely we cannot ; for it is very clear that there 
is no offence which any man can commit which 
affects individuals or society beyond our tempo- 


ral enjoyments, and interests: and asthe taking 


of life rauks. as the highest crime, so the for- 
feiture of life is the greatest forfeiture for such 
offence, and is an exact equivalent... If the mur- 
derer had the power, not only to take the natu- 
ral life of his neighbour, but to pursue him after 
death, with perpetual torments, and should he 
exercise such power in this way, it might be 
argued that he, by so conducting, merited a 
punishment equal to, the mischiet which he so 
wickedly practised. The conclusion of this ar- 
gument is, as it would be iniquity in man to ‘in- 
flict an unmercitul punishment, we ought not 
to believe that divine justice requires our Hea- 
venly Father to inflict such punishment. — 

2d. Our text justifies the belief, that the Lord 
our God judgeth the judges of the earth, and re- 
compenses men according to their conduct. It 
is very evident that. Jehoshaphat had this fact 
in mind when he addressed the judges, and it is 
evident that he designed it as the sanction of 
the solemn injunctions under which he laid 
them. ‘This principle is allowed by divines of 
all creeds; but some diflerence in-its applica- 
tion exists. Aimost all our christian divines 
have been persuaded that, in the present state, 
men are not recompensed according to their 
due deseris. ‘They think that the wicked are 
prospered, while the righteous are sorely af- 
flicted; and this fact, as they call it, they use to 
prove that there must be a tuture state of retri- 
bution, where and when ail will be rectified ; 
the righteous rewarded, and the wicked punish- 
ed. ‘This doctrine is held up for the encour- 
agement of the righteous, and for am admoni- 
tion of the wicked. But it seems, on more care- 
fully locking into this matter, that the reason- 
ing above noticed may be unsound. If it be in 
reality evident to observation, that the Lord 
our God smiles on and prospers the wicked in 
this life, while he frowns on the righteous, and | 
visits them with adversity; and if it be evident, | 
that, in this world, which is all the world we at} 
present have any certain knowledge of, God 
does not reward men according to their deeds; 
it is very difficult to draw any other conclusion 
from such facts, than that he never will reward | 
men according to their deeds. _ Actions are al- 
lowed to be jess deceptive than words; there-| 


render to every man according to his works, | 


and yet his whole conduct denies this testimo-| 


ing, &c. make out a justification for tormenting |each individual for himself to decide it. 


The 
question then is this: when you disobey the 
commands of God, and you know it—when you 
violate the wholesome laws of society, and you 
know it--when you practise vice of any kind, 
and you know it,--do you feel that for this God 
smiles upon you, and that for this he prospers 
your affairs? Your individual answer is but 
one; you all answer in the negative. But here 
an objector will say, I am satisfied that for my 
own wrongs I suffer severely, and am sorely tor- 
mented; but it does not seem that others are. 
They seem to go along smoothly, and enjoy 
themselves without reflection and without re- 
morse. But you have nothing to do with others ; 
your business is with yourself. You have no 
right to judge of others, unless you will allow 
that what is torment to you is also to them. 
The subject under consideration comes to the 
audience in a question thus: do you feel your- 
selves frowned on, and are you rendered miser- 
able because you are careful to obey the divine 
commandments, because you scrupulously prac- 
tise every moral virtue? 'T'o this question 
your answer is one. You all know for your- 
selves that as far as you conform to what is 
right, according +o the dictates of your con- 
sciences, you have quietude and peace. 

Do those who boast of their righteousness, 
who do not allow that their reward is, in this 
life, adequate to their merits, expect and anti- 
cipate a greater reward in the world to come? 
Let us ask, in what will this reward consist ?-— 
[t cannot consist in the exercise of good princi-~ 
ples, or in the performance of moral duties, for 
these are the good works which are. per- 
formed in this world, and which are to be re- 
warded in the next, and which have not suffi- 
cient worth in themselves to compensate those 
who practise them. {n what then will this re- 
ward consist? Will it consist in the satisfaction 
which will arise from seeing the wicked ina 
state of torment, and in being exempted from it 
ourselves? However this may be. calculated 
on, there seems to be, inthis caiculation, an im- 
pertant subject involved. Let it be stated in 
the following question: if my fellow creature, 
in this world, wickedly injures me, while I do 
him good, and my reward for doing my duty 
and for suffering this wrong is to consist in see- 
ing the one who injured me in torment here- 
after, will not my spirit then be the same that 
his is in this world? He takes present plea- 
sure in my suflerings, and I am to enjoy satis- 


and they also contend that divine jus-,fere, if God has said in his word that he will/faction in his misery hereafter ! Now, my 


friends, judge for yourselves which is the most 
wicked, and which is likely to be wicked the 


ny, and proceeds on a contrary principle, 
which is most deserving of credit? ‘This ques- 


longest. It seems utterly impossible. to.con- 
iceive, how the supposed sufferings, in a future 


tion is stated, not to indicate a want of confi- 


such punishment consistent with justice among | 
dence in the word of God, but to show that we 


men? If it were in the power of man, in the 
administration of penal law, after a man’s tile 1s: 
taken fora crime which he has committed, | 
would it be equitable to pursue him with unmer- 
ful torture, and inflict indescribable misery on 
him everiastingly ? Can we, by any possible 
reasoning, eyen on that law which requires 
blood for blovd, life for life, eye for eye, tooth 
for tooth, stripes for stripes, bruning tor 


ment on this subject. The hearer will now ask, 
if the speaker believes that the divine g 
meut does, in reality, recompense men in this 


life, according to their works? fie auswers in 


have good greund to doubt the common senti- 
govern. | 
the affirmative, without reserve or hesitation; ence? 


and he new calls on the whole congregation te must be allowed that ifa solution of it can be 
burn-| take the question to themseives, aud he calls on | obtained favyourabie to the moral character of 


‘state, which it is contended the wicked will en- 
‘dure, can in any way indemnify those. who 
| have suffered their wrongs, while living in thi: 
‘state. But, 

3d. If there is no iniquity with the Lord our 
‘God, how shall we account for all the iniquity 
‘which has been practised in this mortal exist- 
‘This question is of vast moment, and it 


bd 


SSS 


eur Creator, vo pains should be spared which| 
are necessary to such an attainment. Whether 
we say that God foreordained all the sins and 
joiquities which have existed, or whether we 
ay he only permits evil, it makes no sort of 
diference as it respects the character of God. | 
it is allowed by all that he bas power to pre-| 
vent whatever he pleases; and if he has the | 
power to prevent the practice of iniquity among 
men, and does not, it places his character on 
the same principle as to say that he designed 
that the iniquity should exist. None will deny 
the foreknowledge of God; therefore, if he 
knew, before he made man, all that he would 
do in time, it follows that he designed it. The 
object, to which the hearer is now directed, is 
to discover why iniquity is not chargeable to 
God if we allow that he could have prevented 
it if he had pleased so to do. This we shall 
see at once by carefully considering that no act, 
considered distinct.from design, is either moral- 
ly good orevil, If a man, by endeavouring to 
do his neighbour a kindness, does him ever so 
great aa injury, there is no iuiquity in the act; 
and if a man, by endeavouring to injure another, 
dees him ever so great a favour, there is no 
moral virtue in the act. Vhis argument being 
understood may be applied to our main object. 
This then is the question which decides ihe 
whole query: does God design all the iniquity 
in the universe for good ? 
appear even probable, that this is the fact, the 
divine character is thereby cleared from the 
imputation of evil or iniquity, and recommend- 
ed as being possessed of infinite goodness. 

But we ought to proceed here with due cau- 
tion. Even if it were the moral character of a 


fellow mortal which was under examination, |, 
we should do wrong to lean to the criminal side), 


in our judgment, any farther than indubitable 
authority compelled. Muci more are we bound 
to believe that there is no iniquity with God, 
until clear proof be produced to the con- 
‘trary. But who wili undertake to prove that 


our Heavenly Father ever designed any thing 


for evil? or who is prepared to say that he|{ 


does not design every thing in the universe for 
good? , 

Many instances might be cited in proof of 
what we wish to make appear, but one will at 
this time suffice. You have read, in the scrip- 
tures the interesting history of Joseph and his 
brethren. You have observed the black ini- 

uity which they practised in relation to him. 


They sold him for aslave; they took his coat, 
of many coleurs, rent it, dipped it in the bloed! 
ofa kid,presented it to their father,that he might | 


believe that an evil beast had devoured his be- 
loved son. Was not this iniquity in these breth- 
ren? Yes. What constituted it such? Be- 
cause they meant it for evil. Did God mean it 


for evil? You have the answer in the —— 


of Joseph to his brethren: *“ But as for you, ye 
hought evil against me; but God meant it uato 
good, to bring to pass, as it is this day, to save 
much people alive.” It is perfectly clear from 
the case here noticed, that God intended all the 
evil which Joseph’s brethren did to him should 
terminate in the. good of the whole family. 
When we contemplate this subject as a whole, 
and realize its happy issue, it reminds us of the 
language of St. Paul ona similar subject: “ O 
the depth of the riches, both of the wisdom and 
knowledge of God! how unsearchable are his 
jadgments, and his ways past finding out—for 
of him, and through him, and to him, are ail 
things ; to whom be glory forever. Amen.” 


H. By 


FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


UNITARIANISM. 


In the Cuxrstian Examiner for July and Au- 
gust, beginning on page 358, the editor gives 
an abstract of Rey. Mr. Gannett’s sermon at the 
dedication of the new Unitarian Church in Pur- 
chase-street, Boston. From this abstract the 
following is quoted for the purpose of making 
some remarks on its meaning: “ Three points 
were then mentioned, in which Unitarianism is 
distinguished trom other forms of Christianity. 
1. It makes salyation, though a free gift, depend 
wholly on our own exertions, which is not or- 
thodox. 2. It carries retigion into all the rela- 
tions and circumstances of lite, demanding tor it 
an absolute and uncompromising controul over 
every part of the character, which again is not 
orthodox. 3. lt connects every sin and every 
event with eternal consequeaces, which is not 
Universalism, “hese are doetrines which bear 
upon every part of the constitution, and tax its 
strength to the utmost.” 

The first particular, which I wish to notice, 
is thus stated, in the above quotation ; ‘Ist. It 
makes salvation, though a free gift, depend 
wholly on our own exertions, which is not or- 
thodox.”” Among all the mysterious statements, 
in divinity, which | have ever seen, | recollect 


If it can be made to | 20tone that appears to be a greater solicism.— 


If there be any possible way to make the least 
sense of this statement, it lies out of my sight. 
“Salvation, though a free gift, depends wholly 
on our own exertions.” This, the editor says, 
is not orthodox.” Very well; so he acknow- 
ledges that there is one most glaring absurdity, 
which does not belong to orthodoxy! And | 
will venture that he will never be able to show, 
at a more directly contradictory statement 
was ever male by an orthodox writer, even on 
the subject of the trinity. 

That this statement of Unitarian doctrine isa 
direct contradiction of the divine testimony, on 
the same subject, may be clearly seen, by com- 
paring them as follows: thus runs the statement; 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


is not according to works of righteousness done 
by us, but according to the purpose and grace 
of God, which were given us in Christ Jesus 
before the world began; but this statement of — 
Unitarian doctrine, under consideration, Is a di- 
| rect denial of the divine testimony, and contends 
that salvation depends wholly on our exer 
tions ! : 

Having shown that the scriptures are direct- 
ly opposed to this doctrine of salvation wholly 
by exertions of our own, it seems proper to call 
on the editor of the Canisrian Examinen to fa-— 
vour us with his own explanation of the solicism 
which he has presented to the public. He is 
requested to instruct us how it is proper to say, * 
that what wholly depends on our own exertions 
is a free gift. J 

[t may throw some light on this subject to 
ask wherein lies the difference, between having 
any thing as a free gift, and having it by any. 
other means, if that which is a free giftdependg 
wholly on our own exertions? If this matter 
could be so explained that we could understand 
the principle, no good reason is seen why it 
might not apply to our salvation as well as to 
any thing else. For instance ; we acknowledge 
that our existence is the free gift of God Now 
ifit can be made to appear, that although our 
existence is the free gift of oar Creator, yet it 
depended wholly on our own exertions whether 
we had it or not, we should then have the prin- 
ciple clearly made out, and might just as well 
apply it to our salvation as to our existence, 
Bul we must wait to have the principle proved, 
In our natural organization, by the hand of our 
Maker, we received, as free gilts, the faculties 
of seeing, fveling, tasting, hearing and smelling ; 
and if our Unitarian brethren can shew how 
these free gifts depended wholly on our own 
exertions, and still maintain “the fact that the 
were the free gifts of God, the principle which 
we inquire atter will be found, 

‘The second thing which the editor says was 
stated by the preacher, to distinguish Unitari- 
anism from other forms of Christianity, hers 


<a am 


Salvation, though a free gift, depends wholly | tollows. “* It carries religion into all the rela- 
on our own exertions ;” and thas ruas the divine | ions and circumstances of life, demanding for it 
testimony; “For by grace are ye saved through | #0 absolute and uncompromising coniroul over 
faith ; and that not of yourselves; it is the gift|/every part of the character, which again is not 
of God ; not of works, lest any man should boast. ) orthodox ” In this statement if appears proba- 
For we are his workmanship, created in Christ) ble that the editer labours under a mistake. [ 
Jesus unto good works, which God hath before | know of no reason which can justify bis asser- 
ordained that we should walk in them.” The!tion, [am perfectly willing to dé the orthodox 
divine testimony makes salvation by grace, not | Justice, although { do not subscribe {o all their 
of works, lest any man should boast ; but the Uni-| creed, and I am satisfied thai {hey mean to con- 
tarian statement makes salvation depend wholly | ect vital religion with ail the duties of life, and 
on our exertions, which is saying, it is wholly | t© give it as general controul over our actions 
of works! There seems to be nothing, which | #8 any other denomination of Christians, It ig 
the scriptures are more careful to guard against, | so probable that the editor’s mistake is owin 
than this Unitarian notion of salvation wholly {to what is net very judicious in the Unitarian 

by the exertions. of the creature. The above | preaching which he has been in the habit of 
cited  passage® was evidently designed for this} hearing. ‘Phat class of preachers are very apt 
special parpose, as was also the following; Sec|to Tepvesent the orthodox as setting a small 
Kom. xi. “Even so then, at this present time| Value on morality and good works; and by such 
also there is a remnant according to the election | fepresentations they lead their hearers to be- 
of grace. And if by grace, then is it no more|lieve it is a fact. But after all it is a mistake. 
of works; otherwise grace is no more grace. |lt is true, the orthodox do not make aGod of 
But if it be of works, then is it no more grace ;| Morality, nor a Saviour of théir good works ; 
otherwise work is no more work.” ‘This inspir-| but they very justiy contend that genuine chtige 
ed argument contends that what is of works is|ianity will lead to the most refined morality, 
not of grace; but the Unitarian doctrine con-|and to the mest praiseworthy actions. Now if 
tends that what is of grace is wholly of works !| all this be true, it is not very generouy'in the 
See again 2 Tim. “Who hath saved us, and called | Unitarian preachersto throw out such hinis and 
us with an holy calling,not according to our works | 1nsinuations as will be likely to mislead the 
but according to his own purpose andgrace,which | minds of their hearers, me ; 7 

was given us in Christ Jesus before the world be-| The third point is thus stated: It connects 
gan.” This statement agrees with those pas-|every sin and every event with eternal conse- 
sages betore cited, it contends that our salvation | quences, which is not Universalism.” This ix 
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another mistake. Universalism allows that ey-| mission of Saurin is in accord with Dr. Scott, 


Gr 
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UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


ery sin and every eyent is connected with eter-| who allows that no terrors can restrain the out-| out of it, and unto salvation. 


nal consequences. ‘hat mind must be very 
limited in its discernment, that supposes that 
an eyent which depended on its relation to 
causes which have occupied eternity past, can 
be otherwise than connected with eternal conse- 
quences which will occupy the future. 
our Unitarian brethren will be consistent, and 
allow that every sin and every event is as ne- 
cessarily related to an eternal series of causes, 
as they allow that every sin and every event is 
connected with eternal consequences, they will 
socn learn that their Arminian. notions are un- 
founded. ad hig an WE 4 f 

_ To illustrate this subject, we may notice. the 
‘sin committed by the brethren of Joseph against 
him. They, being moved with envy, sold him. 
Now let an ingenious mind undertake to trace 
the chain of causes: which led to this tragicai 
event. But where is he to begin? Let us 
commence where we may, the question will 
arise, what were the causes which produced 
these circumstances where we make our begin- 
ning? But it requires but little discernment to 
see, that it is very easy to trace these causes te 
an innocent source, in which no criminality is 
found; and it requires no greater discernment 
to tgace the consequences of this wicked deed 
to effects which are as free from guilt or crime, 
.as is that pure source to which its chain of caus- 
es necessarily carries us.. By these hints, our 
Unitarian brethren may rectify their mistake, 
in supposing that Universalists do not connect 
eternal consequences to every sin and to every 
event, ; 

‘As to what the Unitarians mean by the eter- 
nal consequences of sin, and the eternal conse- 
quences of virtue, | believe they never expiain 
so a3 to be understood definitely. Yetsome are 
led, by their preachefs, to believe that sin wiil 
make the wicked forever miserable, and that 
virtue will make the righteous forever blessed ; 
‘and not being cautious enough to observe that 
sin and righteousness are both found in the same 
persons, they are not aware that their ctude no- 
tions suppose, that fer our sins we are to be 
forever miserable, while our virtues are to ren- 
der us forever happy! * 
~ Finally, the writer of these remarks feels 
perfectly satisfied, that the Unitarians are utter- 
ly incapable of presenting the pablic with any 
thing like a system of doctrine, which has the 
least sense or reason in it, any tartber than it 
partakes of orthodoxy or universalisin, 


H. B. 


Efficacy of Denouncing Hell Torments to Reclaim 
pal sat vt “the Wicked. 


.. Saurin, the great French preacher, distin- 
guished for his eloquence, and his orthodoxy, in 
ihe modern acceptation of the word, speaking of 
man’s sinfulness, and the. means.of reclaiming 
him, says, ‘speak to him concerning the truths 
of religion ; open hell to his view, and you wall 
see him offected, devout, and appalled ; follow 
him in life, and you will find that these truths 
have no influence, whatever on his conduct.” It 
this course render sinners appalled, while the 
sound of damnation is ringing in their ears, fill 
them with dismay, while the burning flood roils 
visibly before them, but leave the mind uncon- 
vineed, and the heart unimpressed, without pro- 
ducing any salutary influence on the conduct, 
why should it be chosen, and what is the ellicacy 
of preaching hetl Lorments to reform transgres- 


And if; to that godly sorrow, that terminates in undis- 


pouring corruption of the unrenewed heart, or} «Here care isto be had of distinguishing some 
give a right direction to the unsanctified affec-| ike phrases, as a vessel of Wrath, and a child 
tion. All history, all experience confirm this|of Wrath. These differ. A child of wrath 
verdict ; it is the goodness of God. that leads to may be a vessel of Mercy, but a vessel of wrath 
that repentance, of which we need not repent;!cannot. As Paul [Ephes. ii. 6] and the Elect 


sembled reformation, Were terror and wrath| as well as others, A child of wrath notes our 
instrumental in converting from error, in turning] corrupt estate. A vessel of wrath the Destina- 
the soul to God, and placing the affections on/ tion of such aone to Damnation. But a child of 


the true object of loye and worship, every | Disobedience and a vessel of Wrath, are all one. 
preacher should alarm his anditors by the most) Again, 


appalling description; but knowing love is the 


only efficient mean of changing the temper of 
the heart, he should expostulate with tears like 
| Jesus, he should persuade like Paul. 


shew mercy, in forgiving his sin, bringing him — 


. 


Ephesians are by Nature the children of Wrath, « 


“We preach Mercy ; if thou be a Reprobate, 


it is not meant to thee. 
thou be an Elect, this is not meant to thee, but 
to the Reprobate. It may be, that when Mercy 


| children,’ 


sors, even if the doctrine be true? ‘Disad-[cy, such a one upon whom God purpyseta to 


Pierre | | preaching, and pouring down, the Reprobate 
looks after it, and thinks to have it; but he de- 
ceives himself, ‘When a Father is cutting bread 
among his Children, their little eyes are upon 
every piece that is cut ; It may be also the dog 
Universalists have been slandered by aCalvinis-| stands by (Keprobates may not grudge the com- 
tic preacher, and charged with saying the ortho-} parison, whose state is worse than the dog’s.} 
dow requiré an impossibility, when they demand] The dog it may be stands by, and gapes for the 
the repentance of all men, and claim that this is| bread; but the Father gives the bread to the 
done by God’s authority, and that all men are} children ; he gives to the dog also, but it is cud- 
bound to comply with it, because they have|gel or whip, and spurns him trom him. So 
ability to repent. Something on this subject ap-| Merey is the children’s bread, it hangs not for 
peared in our last paper, in an extract from Zan-|the Reprobate’s tooth. 
|chius; but another feature of the case is given 
‘in the following. words of Calvin, that the accu- 
sation may be completely repelled from those 
on whom it has been most unjustly thrown, and 
the public furnished with the proper means of 
judging. Just as far as the modern orthodox are 
Calvinists, they hold to the following sentiment , 
and that they do, is evident from the Andover 
creed, which says, ‘*no means whatever can change 
the heart of a sinner, and make it holy —regenera- 
(tion and ante tha are effects wae creating well, and they do no more but what he hath 
and renewing agency of the holy spirit.” The ; appointed; and when they have done according 
inutility of ail preaching is here evidenced, and | '? his secret apppinime nt; they shall be dani- 
the utter uselessness o/ all exertions on the part ned, for not obeying his reveated appdintinent, 
of the sinner to leave his transgressions, and| ¥&s he will make that which they do aga his 
turn to God, for no means, no efforts can do the | Will, to serve maak n will, and oe a fe 
least good. Dr. Griffin, in his Park-street Lec- rom (Harford) eee ic bes, 
tures, says, ‘God must change the heart, unaad- 
ed und uninduced by man. ¢ Regeneration 1s 
produced by the supernatural -and  aninediate 
power of God, unaided. and uninduced by the sin- 
aer; and notwithstanding his unabated resistance 
to the last * Depravity is propagated trom 
father to son, though. in a sense entirely com- 
ipatible with blame.” ‘* God distinctly disclaims 
the principle of inflicting sufferings on tunocent 
‘Sinners have as much power to 
change their hearts, as. they have at once to al- 
ter any of, their worldly or social dispositions.’ 
* Your, stvengih, your hope, your salvation depend 
on counsels settled in Acaven infirate years before 
you, were born.” It is plain thendhe orthodox of 
the present day hold and preach. the seutiments 
with which they have been charged. 


Election and Reprobation. . 


“2, There is great differenc also between the 
Elect and Reprobate, in regard of their end.— 
The Elect shall be saved, the Keprobate, assur- 

jedly damned. Sometimes he useth the Repro- 
bate as a rod to chastise his children, but when 
he hath served his pleasure by them, he deals 
with them as he did with the king of Assur, 
| [Essay x. 5, 12] he throws them isto the fire. 


“God useth them, who cannot but use them 


LIFE OF MURRAY. 
BOWEN & CUSHING 


PROPOSE PUBLISHING BY SUBSCRIPTION, 
A SECOND EDITION, 
OF THE ¥ 
LIFE OF REV. JOHN MURRAY, 
Hirst Preacher of Universalism in America, 
WHITTEN BY HIMSELF, 

This work, which is so well known as to render a re~ 
commendation unnecessary, is now out of print, and re- 
peated inquiries having been‘ made for it, it is thought that 
a second edition, printed in a neat ahd handsome style 
would meet with encouragement. They are therefore in- 
duced, in compliance with the wishes of a number of their 
tiicialelannssientidaateavladeani stn tbl: friends, to undertake the publication if a sufficient numbey 
1@ follo z ¢ i ‘ P | of subscribers should be obtained (o warrant its success 
att ad . 2 2 © q . : Diy ae . t * ; 
sition of the epistie st 4 Serres i hap. a Conditions.—1t will be printed in a neat duodecimo 

Oe epses;—* wellrn LOW : { 
ss rab rses ut if Go N§ 10 SOW | corm, on good paper and handsome type, and will contain 
tes wruth,” &e. about 350 pages, accompanied with a well engraved and 

“Their main difference is, that the Repro- correct likeness of the author, and delivered to snbscribers 
bates are Vessels. of , Wrath uato Damnation i }at $1,25 handsomely bound and lettered, or $1 in boards. 
‘he Elect, vessels of Mercy unto Salvation ; and 


. H ‘Those who become accountable for six copies will be en- 
both for the glory of Gou. 


litled to a seventh gratis. The work will be put to press 
A vessel of Wrath is such a one upon whom | as soon as a suilicient number of subscribers are obtained, 

GOD will show no mercy, buat wili be angry | persons holding subscription papers are requested to make 

with bim for his Sin, leave him’ in it, and at last) returns by the ist of October next, that there may be no 

take vengeance on him for it. A vessel of Mer | unnecessary delay in the publication, 

Bosron, Aue. 26, 1826, 


We preach Wrath; if 


POR THE MAGAZINE. 


Any thing from the able pen of the celebrat- 
ed philosopher and statesman, Tromas Jerrer- 
son, always interests the attention of the public ; 
but especially will the following, on the subject 
of the Christian Religion, be examined with in- 
terest, as the author has been generally de- 
nounced as an infidel, by the American clergy. 
The candid reader, who loves the name and 
doctrine of Jesus Christ, and who admires his 
character, will be pleased to find that one of the 
‘greatest men of whom our nation can boast, and 
one too who, has been denounced as above, has 
Jeft an honorable confession of the estimation in 
‘which he held the founder of our religion. 


Extract of a Letter from Thomas Jefferson to Dr. 
Priestly, upon his “comparative view of Socrates 


and Jesus.” 
Wasninoton, Apri 9, 1803. 

Dear Sir,— While on a short visit to Monticello, I re-| 
ceived from you a copy of your “Comparative View of 
Socrates and Jesus,’’ and I avail myself of the first mo- j 
ment of leisure after my return to acknowledge the plea- | 
‘ gure I had in the perusal, and the desire it excited to see , 
you take up the subject on a more extensive scale. In 
consequence of some conversations with Dr. Rush, in the 
years 1798-99, I had promised some day to write hima, 
letter, giving him my view of the Christian System. 1) 
have reflected often on it since, and even sketched the 
outlines in my own mind. I should first take a general 
view of the moral doctrines of the most remarkable of the | 
ancient philosophers, of whose ethics we have sufficient | 
information to make an estimate: say, of Pythagoras, | 
Epicurus, Epictetus, Socrates, Cicero, Seneca, Antonims. 
I should do justice to the branches of morality they have | 
treated well, but point out the importance of those in| 
which they are deficient. I should then take a view of | 
the déism and ethics of the Jews, and show in what a de- 
graded state they were, and the necessity they presented of | 
a reformation. I should proceed to a view of the life, 
character and doctrines of Jesus, who, sensible of the in- | 
correctness of their ideas of the Deity and of morality, | 


UNIVERSALIST 


found that Mr Rains, to whom you wrote, was 
absent on a journey to Kentucky. I saw one of 
the principal members of his society, from whom 
I learnt that they were strong Unitarian Uniyer- 
salists. ‘They are of the same or similar princi- 
ples with those of Mr. Sargent’s church, with 
whom they correspond. There are two other 
churches ofthe same order in the West; namely, 
at Jefferson connty, Indiana, Evans Miles, min- 
ister, and at Gallia county, Ohio, Matthias Croy, 
minister. ‘These churches do not maintain fel- 
lowship with the Christians. Mr. Rains is a} 
young man, about twenty-six, and a very popu-. 
lar preachery 
ee 
Concerning an open Defence of Religious 
Opinions. © 

When the celebrated Theophilus Lindsey opened bis! 
chapel for publi¢ worship in Essex-street, London, he 
«pledged himself in pretty strong Ianguage not to introduce 
disputed points into his public discourses? = Fur will it 
be from my purpose, says he, ever to treat of controver- 
sial matters from this place. Mr. Belsham, his Biogra- 
pher, makes the following judicious observations on that 
resolution.* 


«But f popular and pernicious errors are not to be 
combatted, and if the plain simple doctrine of Christianity 
is not to be taught from the pulpit, it is difficult to say 
how public attention is to be excited: how the mass of 
hearers are to be instructed and how truth is to make its 
way. In fact it appears, that where public teachers have 
confined themselves to mere moral instruction, and bave 
either not touched at all upon Christian doctrine or have 
veiled their real opinions under ambiguous language, the 
consequence has often been, that the teacher by reading 
and reflection has become enlightened while the hearer has 
been left in darkness ; the preacher has reformed his spe- 
culative creed while the hearers have retained all the er- 
roneous and unscriptural notions which their pastor has 
long ago renounced. And asa natural consequence, when 
a vacancy has occurred, a successor has not unfrequently 
been appointed whose system has been directly opposite 


endeavored to bring them to the principles of a pure deism | te that .of the person who immediately preceded him.-— 
and juster notions of the attributes of God; to reform their | Those who hold sentiments to which they give the pom- 
moral doctrines to the standard of reason, justice and phil- | Pows name of ogthodox or evangelical, never decline to | 
anthropy, and to inculcate the belief of a future state. — | avow their systems in the most manly and explicit man- | 
This view would purposely omit the question of bis di- ner- And they do right while they believe those senti- | 
vinity and even of his inspiratién. To do him justice, it ments to be true and important.. How unbecoming then 
would be necessary to remark’the disadvantages his doc- | is it for those who holda better and a purer faith to shrink 
trines.Aave to encounter, not having been committed to | from the publie profession and defence of it, and to leave 
writing by himself, but by the most unlettered of men, by the adversary master of the field. It isa silly objection 
memory, long after they had Jearned them from him, when which = urged by some weak, or timid, or indolent, I will 
much was forgotten, much misunderstood and presented | "Ot SF inteyasted perebainy* that speculative preaching as 
in very paradoxical shapes. Yet such are the fragments they call it, tends to diminich a serious and pious disposi- | 
remaining, as to show a master-workman, and that his sys- tion, and promote a sectarian spirit. As to the latter part 


MAGAZINE, , £ 


to their views concerning universal salvation, 
cannot be marked with too decided rh apes 
‘Their officiousness is truly contemptible. — Who 
of us have not witnessed such hypocritical intra- 
sions ? ” 

When a Universalist is supposed to be “ sick 
unto death,” be must admit into his presence all 
the religious inguisitors who may call, or he is 
denounced as an infamous infidel, And if he 
gratifies them, they improve the opportunity to 
the utmost to shake his faith in the Redeemer,& 
make him tear,that whether elect or reprobate,he 
is hanging over an endless hell by the strength 
of a hair. Yes, unaccountable to tell, there are 
too many of the self-styled orthodox, who make 
a boast, even in-public journals, of having seen 
persons who were once Universalists, go out of 
the world in soul-torturing agony ! fr 

It appears to be their soul's delight to create 
fear, doubt, aud mental anguish. This is too 
evident from the reluctance with which they 
leave a person, whose faith cannot be shaken. 


Bot, what is worse than all the rest, some of — 


these sick-bed tormentors, will misrepresent, 
were they have been defeated in their mischiey- 
ous design. Many instances of this character 
could be mentioned, if it were necessary. 
Though we have never known an instance, in 
more than fifteen years critical observation, in 
which a real believer in the Truth, was over- 
come by these pious intruders, yet, we do con- 
sider it a piece of ill-judged courtesy to permit 
their visits, unless they will first consent to those 
usages, which are consistent with good manners 
aad human kindness.—-Ch. Intelligencer. ¢ 


5} Our respected correepondent, “T. G. F, is in- 
formed, that we postpo) e the publication of his 
cation, until he considers whether the part which Mary 
chose was that which he defines the “‘one thing needful”” 
to be ; and whether there is any proof, that the many 
things about which Martha was troubled, were in part 
what he supposes them to have been. If be should wish 
it, we will give publicity to his communication, 


Reader: lod ot ik ; 


“Eviscopat Rorunpiry.—’ he Bishop of Durham, 
(Dr. Barrington,) who died lately in England, in his 924 
year, had been bishop for nearly fifty years, and is suppos- 
ed to have received not much less than One Million Sierl- 
ing. (4,500,000 dollars) from his See. What a shearing 
of the sheep, that one man might be plentifully provided 
for and kept warm,’’— Wiles’ Register. i>: 


In the above may be seen one of the blessings of a com- 
bination between Church and State. Here is a fat Bishop 


tem of morality was the most benevolent and sublime pro- | of the objection, let them read Sir George Savil’s remark pocketing FOUR AND A HALF MILLIONS OF DOLLARS, 
bably that has ever been taught and more perfect than “PO? the subject of sectaries : and with respect to the for- | ll wrung, for tithes, from the hard earnings of the poor, 
those of any of the ancient philosophers. His character jmer, I confess I could never see how the increase of 1 whose spiritual welfare he professes to watch over, while 


and doctrines have received still greater injury from those 
who pretend to be his special disciples, and who have dis- 
figured and sophisticated his actions and precepts from 
views of personal inierest, so as to induce the unthinking 
part of mankind to throw off the whole system in disgust, 
and to pass sentence as an impostor on the most innocent, 
* the moet benevolent; the most eloquent and sublime 
character that ever has been exhibited te man. Thisis 
the outline ; but I have not the time and still less the in- 
formatioa, which the subject needs.”’ 
Tuomas JEFFERSON. 


Extract from the correspondence of a young gentle- 
man travelling in the Western States. 


Jone 19th,--I left Lonisville for Vincennes, 
shaping my crurse so as to visit as many of our 
christian Prethrenas possible. 1 passed through 
(Lloyd, and Hacrison, to Crawford county, 1 


knowledge had a tendency to produce deterioration of many of the miserable beings around bim, from whom he 
practice ; and he-would be a very inju‘licious teacher who had drawn the last shilling, to pamper his appetites, ‘were 
did not combine practical exhortation with doctrinal in- | suffering for wantof a morsel of food! Is this Christian« 
struction.””— Belsham’s Memoirs of Lindsey. | ity? Are such the purposes to which our religion is pros- 
ss | tituted 7 Alas ! lamentable as it is, every day’s observa- 


* This resolution Mr. Lindsey afterwards abandoned 


: 
ot 


tion convinces us it is but too true.—Microscopr.’ 


and preached distinctly and frequently on docirinal sub- | SSS Se 


jects. 
% “~ 
VISITATIONS. 

To visit the sick and the dying. for the noble 
purpose of administering relief and consolation, 
is truly a christian duty. It is an humble imita- 
tion of the great. Pounder of our holy religion. 
But the conduct of ceriain Calvinistic ‘professors. 


who watch every opportunity to enter the cham- 
ber of the dying, with no better motive than to 


sulject them to am inquisitorial examination, as 


- - "MARRIED, * ©" 
n this city, by Rev. Paul Dean, Mr. Benjamin F. 
Baker to Miss Frances Lovell. . i 3 of 
By Rev.Mr Ballou, Mr, Snell Philbrook to Miss Mary 
Pierce, Mr. Bela Lincoln to Miss Susan N. Cushing, 
“By Rey. Mr. Green, Mr. Studson Leach, to Miss Char- 


lotte Stevens 


DIE 
In Londonderry, N. H. 16th tet. Gen, FE. H. D 
aged 60. He wasa native of Salem, in this State, anh 
was extensively known and esteemed for his Lono 
principles, his seaerous feelings aud privaté virtues, 
In Acton Sept. 9th Capt. Uriah Faster, aged 35, 


e 


